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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's arguments, filed 10/29/2007, with respect to claims have been considered but 
are not persuasive. Claim 35 had been canceled. Claims 1-34 and 36-47 are currently pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-4, 6 and 15-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Liu 
et al. (Pub. No: 20030093545). 

Regarding claim 1, Liu et al. disclose a method comprising: 

establishing a mobile packet data connection for a subscriber (fig. 1, [0015]); 

establishing, over said established mobile packet data connection, a streaming connection 
comprising a continuous media stream configured for real-time playback between said subscriber 
and a streaming source (fig. 1, [0015] to [0016]); 

terminating the streaming connection between said subscriber and said streaming source 
(fig. 1,[0037] to [0044]); 

measuring a duration of said continuous media stream (fig. 1, [0037] to [0044]); and 
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charging said streaming connection based on said measured duration of said continuous 
media stream (fig. 1, [0037] to [0044]. It is inherent that the system includes a timer which is 
able to recognize a start and an end of downloading e-book for charging communication time of 
downloading). 

Regarding claim 2, Liu et al. disclose all the limitations in claim 1. Further, Liu et al. 
disclose the method wherein said charging further comprises: generating charging information 
based on the said duration (fig. 1, [0037] to [0044]). 

Regarding claim 3, Liu et al. disclose all the limitations in claim 1. Further, Liu et al. 
disclose the method wherein said step of measuring said duration of said continuous media 
stream further comprises: identifying a start and an end of said continuous media stream based 
on a change of a state of said continuous media stream (fig. 1 , [0037] to [0044]). 

Regarding claim 4, Liu et al. disclose all the limitations in claim 1. Further, Liu et al. 
disclose the method wherein said step of measuring the duration of said continuous media stream 
further comprises: recognizing a start of said continuous media stream (fig. 1, [0037] to [0044]); 
starting a timer for measuring the length of said continuous media stream (fig. 1, [0037] to 
[0044]); recognizing an end of said continuous media stream (fig. 1, [0037] to [0044]); stopping 
said timer for measuring the duration of said continuous media stream (fig. 1, [0037] to [0044]); 
and obtaining the length of said continuous media stream from said time (fig. 1, [0037] to 
[0044]). 

Regarding claim 6, Liu et al. disclose all the limitations in claim 4. Further, Liu et al. 
disclose the method wherein said recognizing the end of said continuous media stream further 
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comprises the recognizing a streaming protocol teardown message and signaling said end of said 
continuous media stream (fig. 1, [0037] to [0044]). 

Regarding claim 15, Liu et al. disclose all the limitations in claim 4. Further, Liu et al. 
disclose the method wherein the method further comprising: checking whether a continuous 
media stream for the subscriber can be established (fig. 1, [0037] to [0044]). 

Regarding claim 16, Liu et al. disclose all the limitations in claim 4. Further, Liu et al. 
disclose the method wherein the method further comprising: checking whether said duration 
based charging can be used for said subscriber for continuous media stream (fig. 1, [0037] to 
[0044]). 

Regarding claim 17, Liu et al. disclose all the limitations in claim 4. Further, Liu et al. 
disclose the method wherein the method further comprising: checking whether said duration 
based charging can be used for said subscriber for said continuous media (fig. 1, [0037] to 
[0044]). 

Regarding claim 18, Liu et al. disclose all the limitations in claim 4. Further, Liu et al. 
disclose the method wherein said checking is performed based on at least one of a Mobile 
Subscriber International Mobile Station Identifier number, an International Mobile Subscriber 
Identity number, a client number, an identifier number, and a subscriber identifier (fig, 1, [0037] 
to [0044]). 

Regarding claim 19, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 1 8. 
Regarding claim 20, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 18. 
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Regarding claim 21, Liu et al. disclose all the limitations in claim 4. Further, Liu et al. 
disclose the method wherein the method further comprising: storing said duration of said 
continuous media stream in one or several charging records (fig. 1, [0037] to [0044]). 

Regarding claim 22, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 21 . 

Regarding claim 23, Liu et al. disclose all the limitations in claim 4. Further, Liu et al. 
disclose the method further comprising: generating a charging record comprising said duration of 
said continuous media stream in relation to said subscriber (fig. 1, [0037] to [0044]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 7-8 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Liu et 
al.(Pub.No: 20030093545) in view of Kinno et al. (Pub. No: 20060048669) 

Regarding claim 7, Liu et al. disclose all the limitations in claim 1. However, Liu et al. 
do not disclose generating time stamps based on messages sent by said subscriber, and based on 
said time stamps, calculating said duration of said continuous media stream. 

In the same field of endeavor, Kinno et al. generating time stamps based on messages 
sent by said subscriber, and based on said time stamps, calculating said duration of said 
continuous media stream ([0009] to [0016]). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the method and system for downloading data to portable 
electronic device by specifically including generating time stamps based on messages sent by 
said subscriber, and based on said time stamps, calculating said duration of said continuous 
media stream, as taught by Kinno et al., the motivation being in order to control the media and 
delivery information more accurate. 

Regarding claim 8, the combination of Liu et al. and Kinno et al. disclose all the 
limitations in claim 7. Further, Kinno et al disclose the method wherein the method further 
comprises: recognizing a start of said continuous media stream ([0009] to [0016]); creating a first 
time stamp indicating a start time of said continuous media stream ([0009] to [0016]); 
recognizing an end of said continuous media stream; creating a second time stamp indicating the 
end of said continuous media stream ([0009] to [0016]); and calculating said length of said 
continuous media stream based on said first and said second time stamps ([0009] to [0016]). 

Regarding claim 10, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 6. 

6. Claims 11-13, 24-34, 36 and 38-47 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Liu et al. (Pub. No: 20030093545) in view of Masuda (Pub. No: 2003007803 1). 

Regarding claim 1 1, Liu et al. disclose all the limitations in claim 1. Liu et al. disclose all 
the limitations in claim 1. However, Liu et al. do not disclose the method wherein said 
measuring the duration of said continuous media stream further comprises a step of: identifying 
a temporary stop of said continuous media stream based on a change of a state of said continuous 
media stream. 
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In the same field of endeavor, Masuda identifying a temporary stop of said continuous 
media stream based on a change of a state of said continuous media stream ([0110] to [0130]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the method and system for downloading data to portable 
electronic device by specifically identifying a temporary stop of said continuous media stream 
based on a change of a state of said continuous media stream, as taught by Masuda, the 
motivation being in order to delivery packets without the need to again retrieve the packets. 

Regarding claim 12, the combination of Liu et al. and Masuda disclose all the limitations 
in claim 1 1 . Further, Masuda discloses the method wherein said identifying a temporary stop of 
said continuous media stream is based on identifying a temporary stop ([01 10] to [0130]). 

Regarding claim 13, the combination of Liu et al. and Masuda disclose all the limitations 
in claim 1 1 . Further, Masuda discloses the method wherein said identifying a streaming protocol 
said temporary stop of said continuous media stream ([01 10] to [0130]). 

Regarding claim 24, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 1 . 
Regarding claim 25, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 2. 
Regarding claim 26, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 3. 
Regarding claim 27, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 4. 
Regarding claim 28, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 6. 
Regarding claim 29, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 7. 
Regarding claim 30, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 7. 
Regarding claim 31, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 8. 
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Regarding claim 32, 


this 


claim is 


rejected 


for the 


same 


reason 


as 


set 


forth 


in 


claim 


8. 


Regarding claim 33, 


this 


claim is 


rejected 


for the 


same 


reason 


as 


set 


forth 


in 


claim 


6. 


Regarding claim 34, 


this 


claim is 


rejected 


for the 


same 


reason 


as 


set 


forth 


in 


claim 


11. 


Regarding claim 36, 


this 


claim is 


rejected 


for the 


same 


reason 


as 


set 


forth 


in 


claim 


13. 


Regarding claim 38, 


this 


claim is 


rejected 


for the 


same 


reason 


as 


set 


forth 


in 


claim 


15. 


Regarding claim 39, 


this 


claim is 


rejected 


for the 


same 


reason 


as 


set 


forth 


in 


claim 


16. 


Regarding claim 40, 


this 


claim is 


rejected 


for the 


same 


reason 


as 


set 


forth 


in 


claim 


17. 


Regarding claim 41, 


this 


claim is 


rejected 


for the 


same 


reason 


as 


set 


forth 


in 


claim 


18. 


Regarding claim 42, 


this 


claim is 


rejected 


for the 


same 


reason 


as 


set 


forth 


in 


claim 


19. 


Regarding claim 43, 


this 


claim is 


rejected 


for the 


same 


reason 


as 


set 


forth 


in 


claim 


20. 


Regarding claim 44, 


this 


claim is 


rejected 


for the 


same 


reason 


as 


set 


forth 


in 


claim 


21. 


Regarding claim 45, 


this 


claim is 


rejected 


for the 


same 


reason 


as 


set 


forth 


in 


claim 


22. 


Regarding claim 46, 


this 


claim is 


rejected 


for the 


same 


reason 


as 


set 


forth 


in 


claim 


23. 


Regarding claim 47, 


this 


claim is 


rejected 


for the 


same 


reason 


as 


set 


forth 


in 


claim 


1. 



7. Claims 5 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Liu et al. 
(Pub. No: 20030093545) in view ofCoxetal. (Pub. No: 20030216145). 

Regarding claim 5, Liu et al. disclose all the limitation in claim 4. However, Liu et al. do 
not disclose the method wherein said recognizing said start further comprises recognizing a 
streaming protocol play message signaling said start of said continuous media stream. 
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In the same field of endeavor, Cox et al. disclose the method wherein said recognizing 
said start further comprises recognizing a streaming protocol play message signaling said start of 
said continuous media stream ([0056] and [0062]) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the communication system of combination of Liu et al. by 
specifically including disclose the method wherein said recognizing said start further comprises 
recognizing a streaming protocol play message signaling said start of said continuous media 
stream, as taught by Cox et al., the motivation being in order to provide low cost; and also 
provide the wireless carrier useful information about its customers* calling patterns, which may 
affect decisions relating to system expansion. 

Regarding claim 9, this claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 5. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 14 and 37 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

Regarding claim 14, the prior art record does not disclose nor fairly suggest the method 
wherein said measuring the duration of said continuous media stream further comprises the steps 
of: sending temporary stop information about a temporary stop of said continuous media stream; 
based on said temporary stop information, halting temporarily the measuring of said length of 
said continuous media stream; sending restart information about a restart of said continuous 
media stream; based on said restart information, restarting the measuring of said duration of said 
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continuous media stream; and measuring the duration of said continuous media stream based on 
said temporarily halting and restarting of the measuring of said duration of said continuous 
media stream. 

Regarding claim 37, the prior art record does not disclose nor fairly suggest mobile 
packet radio system, wherein said measurement unit is configured to indicate a temporary break 
of said duration of said continuous media stream in response to temporary stop information about 
said temporary stop, to continue the measurement of said duration of said continuous media 
stream in response to restart information about a restart, and to measure the duration of said 
continuous media stream based on said indication of the temporary break and said restart of the 
measurement of the duration of said media stream. 

Response to Argument 

Applicant, on page 4 of the remark, argues that Claim 1 recites, in part, "establishing, 
over said established mobile packet data connection, a streaming connection comprising a 
continuous media stream configured for real-time playback between said subscriber and a 
streaming source." Liu fails to disclose or suggest at least this feature of claim 1. The Office 
Action took the position that this feature is disclosed by Liu in Figure 1 and at paragraphs [0015] 
and [0016]. The cited passages, however, make no mention of establishing "a streaming 
connection comprising a continuous media stream configured for real-time playback between 
said subscriber and a streaming source," as recited in claim 1. Indeed, as can be seen from the 
discussion above, Liu fails to teach or suggest a streaming connection comprising a continuous 
media stream configured for real-time playback. Rather, Liu merely discloses an e-book file 
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download that is non-streaming and not configured for real-time playback. Since all the divisions 
of the e-book file must be downloaded and decoded before the e-book file can be displayed, the 
playback of the e-book is non-real-time . Consequently, the connection on which the e-book file 
is being downloaded is non-streaming. However, the Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

First, Liu discloses in Figure. 1, paragraph 36 to paragraph 44 a method for downloading 
data to a portable electronic deyice of the invention in the use of a cellular phone 11 for a 
terminal user 1 to login a service management center 3; wherein downloaded data can be other 
information such as pictures, images* sounds and so on (see paragraph 16). Thus, e-book is 
also a type of video. In paragraph 37, Liu discloses that the terminal user (subscriber) uses the 
cellular phone requests to establish a connection to the streaming source (the service 
management center) via the network communication system 2. The network communication 
system includes a network system, e.g., a wireless network equipped with multiple signal 
reception stations, internet (thus, it is inherent that the connection is for mobile packet data). 
Once the connection is established, the terminal user submits a downloading request to the 
streaming source (the service management center). After receiving the downloading request, the 
streaming source (the service management center) retrieves the downloaded data from the 
database and transmits to the cellular phone. When the cellular phone receives the download 
data and displays the download data on the display to the terminal user. The Applicant should be 
noted that "encoded" and "decoded" steps are the way to process data, which avoid or prevent 
unauthorized retrieves data. Therefore, "encoded" and "decoded" steps do not cause the 
download data to be non-streaming as asserted by the Applicant. In addition, encoded" and 
"decoded" steps are well known in the art for transmitting and receiving. 
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Second, in response to applicant's argument that the Office Action took the position that 
this feature is disclosed by Liu in Figure 1 and at paragraphs [0015] and [0016]. The cited 
passages, however, make no mention of establishing "a streaming connection comprising a 
continuous media stream configured for real-time playback between said subscriber and a 
streaming source," as recited in claim 1, a recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention 
must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in order to 
patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art structure is 
capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. 

Applicant, on page 5 of the remark, argues that Claim 1 also recites, "establishing a 
mobile packet data connection for a subscriber." Liu further fails to disclose or suggest at least 
this feature of claim 1, because Liu merely discloses using a WAP cellular phone. However, the 
Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

In response to Applicant's argument, Liu discloses in Figure. 1, paragraph 37, Liu 
discloses that the terminal user (subscriber) uses the cellular phone requests to establish a 
connection to the streaming source (the service management center) via the network 
communication system 2. The network communication system includes a network system, e.g., 
a wireless network equipped with multiple signal reception stations, internet (thus, it is inherent 
that the connection is mobile packet data). It should be noted that for data service, a cellular 
phone is connected to a internet network, and for voice service, the cellular phone is connected to 
a mobile switching center (MSC) and a public switching telephone network (PSTN). In this 
case, the cellular phone is connected to the network communication system 2. The network 
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communication system includes a network system, e.g., a wireless network equipped with 
multiple signal reception stations, internet Thus, it is inherent that the connection is for mobile 
packet data. 

Applicant, on pages 7-8 of the remark, argues that Kinno was only cited for the purpose 
of features in the dependent claims related to time stamps. Accordingly, it is unsurprising that 
Kinno fails to remedy Liu's deficiencies with respect to independent claim 1 . Furthermore, it 
would not have been obvious to include either a real-time playback feature or a streaming 
connection in Liu, because of the media that Liu is seeking to provide. Liu is seeking to provide 
e-books, but one of ordinary skill in the art would have seen no reason to provide e-books on a 
"real-time" basis, as one of ordinary skill in the art would have tended to view e-books as having 
essentially static and non-time- sensitive content. Accordingly, even if other art existed (not 
admitted) that would teach the features of claim 1 that Liu does not, one of ordinary skill in the 
art would not have found motivation to use such features in combination with the features of Liu, 
because there would not have been any expected anticipation that the results of adding the 
complexity of real-time stream capabilities would have been beneficial to readers of e- books, 
the main thrust of Liu's concern. Thus, it is respectfully submitted that the combination of Liu 
and Kinno fails to disclose or suggest all of the elements of any of claims 7-8 and 10, and it is 
respectfully requested that the rejection of claims 7-8 and 10 be withdrawn. 

Additionally, in view of Kinno's filing date of August 25, 2005, Applicant respectfully 
asserts that Kinno as U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2006/0048669, published March 9, 
2006, is not proper prior art under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) (or any other section) because it was both 
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filed and published after the filing date of the present application. Applicant notes that Kinno is 
related to U.S. Patent Application No. 10/359,662, which apparently was filed on February 7, 
2003, shortly before the filing and current priority date of the present application. For this 
additional reason, it is respectfully requested that the rejection be withdrawn. However, The 
Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

First, in response to applicant's argument that Kinno was only cited for the purpose of 
features in the dependent claims related to time stamps. Accordingly, it is unsurprising that 
Kinno fails to remedy Liu's deficiencies with respect to independent claim 1, the fact that 
applicant has recognized another advantage which would flow naturally from following the 
suggestion of the prior art cannot be the basis for patentability when the differences would 
otherwise be obvious. See Ex parte Obiaya, 227 USPQ 58, 60 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1985). 

Second, in response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based 
on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In 
re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 23 1 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

Third, in response to Applicant's argument that Kinno as U.S. Patent Application 
Publication No. 2006/0048669, published March 9, 2006, is not proper prior art under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e) (or any other section) because it was both filed and published after the filing date of the 
present application. The Examiner rejected claims 7-8 and 10 under 35 USC § 103, not 35 USC 
§ 102 (e) as asserted by the Applicant. For that reason, the Examiner concedes that the rejection 
is proper. 
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Fourth, in response to Applicant's argument that Applicant notes that Kinno is related to 
U.S. Patent Application No. 10/359,662, which apparently was filed on February 7, 2003, shortly 
before the filing and current priority date of the present application. The present application, 
10/652253, filed on 09/02/2003 and filed claims priority from Provisional Application 60483136 
which filed on 06/03/2003. On the other hand, Kinno's application filed on 08/08/2005 which is 
a Divisional of Application 10/359662 which filed on 02/07/2003. For that reason, the Examiner 
concedes that the rejection is properly combined. 

Applicant, on pages 8-9 of the remark, argues that at least some of the deficiencies of Liu 
with respect to claim 1 are discussed above. Independent claims 24 and 47 each have their own 
scope (which is highlighted by the fact that they have been rejected separately from claim 1), but 
each recite at least some features similar to those discussed above, with respect to claim 1 and for 
which Liu is deficient. Likewise, claims 11-13, 25-34, 36, and 38-46 depend from, and further 
limit, claims 1 and 24. Masuda fails to remedy the above-identified deficiencies of Liu, and 
consequently the combination of Liu and Masuda fails to disclose or suggest all of 
the elements of any of the presently pending claims. Masuda generally relates to a 
communication system. More specifically, Masuda discusses a communication system capable of 
conducting multiple pre-paid mobile telephone services at the same time for one user. Both 
because of this general nature of the disclosure, and because Masuda was only cited with respect 
to media stream control issues, it is unsurprising that Masuda fails to remedy the deficiencies of 
Liu, which are discussed at length above. Furthermore, as discussed above with respect to the 
alleged combination of Liu and Masuda, the same combinatorial issues exist with respect to any 
alleged combination of Liu and Masuda that would include real-time playback functionality or 
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media stream/streaming media features. Briefly, because Liu relates to e-books, there would be 
no reason or incentive to make Liu include any real-time playback (since e-books are not 
conventionally presented in real-time formats) or in streaming media (since e-books are 
not ordinarily particularly time sensitive). Thus, it is respectfully submitted that Masuda 
cannot remedy the deficiencies of Liu, and it is respectfully requested that the rejection of 
claims 11-13, 24-34, 36, and 38-47 be withdrawn. However, the Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. 

In response to applicant's argument, the fact that applicant has recognized another 
advantage which would flow naturally from following the suggestion of the prior art cannot be 
the basis for patentability when the differences would otherwise be obvious. See Ex parte 
Obiaya, 227 USPQ 58, 60 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1985). 

In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re 
Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

Applicant, on pages 10 of the remark, argues that Claims 5 and 9 depend from and further 
limit claim 1 . At least some of the deficiencies of Liu with respect to claim 1 are discussed 
above. Cox does not remedy the above-identified deficiencies of Liu, and consequently the 
combination of Cox and Liu fails to disclose or suggest all of the elements of any of the presently 
pending claims. Cox generally relates to a method of providing directional assistance to a 
telephone subscriber. More specifically, Cox generally aims to improve directory 
assistance by overcoming problems associated with directory assistance services. Cox 
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was cited only with respect to the further limitations of claims 5 and 9. Accordingly, it is 
unsurprising that Cox fails to remedy the above-identified deficiencies of Liu. Because Cox fails 
to remedy the above-identified deficiencies of Liu, the combination of Liu and Cox fails to 
disclose or suggest all of the elements of claims 5 and 9, and it is respectfully requested that the 
rejections of claims 5 and 9 be withdrawn. 

In response to applicant's argument, the fact that applicant has recognized another 
advantage which would flow naturally from following the suggestion of the prior art cannot be 
the basis for patentability when the differences would otherwise be obvious. See Ex parte 
Obiaya, 227 USPQ 58, 60 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1985). 

In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re 
Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dai A Phuong whose telephone number is 571-272-7896. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday, 9:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nguyen M Due can be reached on 571-272-7503. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-7503. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Dai Phuong 
AU: 2617 
Date: 01/09/08 

DUC M. NGUYEN 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



